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Buckingham County Landfill Superfund
Site in Buckingham County, Virginia.
Between 1977 and 1982, each of the de
minimis defendants arranged for the
disposal at the Site of hazardous wastes,
including paint wastes and other wastes
containing toluene, chromium, arsenic,
barium and other volatile organic
compounds (‘‘VOCs’’) and metals. The
proposed consent decree requires the de
minimis defendants to pay the United
States $471,042, which equals 100% of
their share of past response costs at the
Site, plus a 160% premium on these
future costs.

The Department of Justice will
receive, for a period of thirty (30) days
from the date of this publication,
comments relating to the proposed
consent decree. Comments should be
addressed to the Assistant Attorney
General for the Environment and
Natural Resources Division, Department
of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530, and
should refer to United States v. Buffalo
Air Handling el al., DOJ Ref. #90–11–2–
900. In accordance with Section 7003(d)
of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. 6923(d),
commenters can also request a public
meeting in the affected area.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the Office of the United
States Attorney, 105 Franklin Road,
S.W., Suite 1, Roanoke, Virginia 24011;
the Region III Office of the
Environmental Protection Agency, 841
Chestnut Building, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 19107; and at the Consent
Decree Library, 1120 G Street, N.W., 4th
Floor, Washington, D.C. 20005, 202–
624–0892. A copy of the proposed
consent decree may be obtained in
person or by mail from the Consent
Decree Library, 1120 G Street, N.W., 4th
Floor, Washington, D.C. 20005. In
requesting a copy, please refer to the
referenced case and enclose a check in
the amount of $6.00 for the Decree
without Attachments, and $38.50 for the
Decree plus Attachments (25 cents per
page reproduction costs), payable to the
Consent Decree Library.
Bruce S. Gelber,
Acting Chief, Environmental Enforcement
Section, Environment and Natural Resources
Division.
[FR Doc. 95–25705 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Notice of Lodging of Consent Decree
Pursuant to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act

Notice is hereby given that a proposed
Consent Decree in United States v. CIW
Company, et al., Case No. 95–73–845

(E.D. Mich.), entered into by the United
States on behalf of U.S. EPA and five
settling parties, was lodged on
September 22, 1995, with the United
States District Court for the Eastern
District of Michigan. The proposed
Consent Decree resolves claims of the
United States for past response costs
and injunctive relief against the settling
parties under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act, 42
U.S.C. 9601 et seq., relating to the CIW
Superfund Site in Romulus, Michigan.
Under the Consent Decree, five settling
parties will pay to the United States the
sum of $155,000.00.

The Department of Justice will receive
comments relating to the proposed
Consent Decree for 30 days following
the publication of this Notice.
Comments should be addressed to the
Assistant Attorney General of the
Environment and Natural Resources
Division, Department of Justice,
Washington, D.C. 20530, and should
refer to United States v. CIW Company,
et al., D.J. Ref. No. 90–11–2–1058. The
proposed Consent Decree may be
examined at the Office of the United
States Attorney for the Eastern District
of Michigan, 817 Federal Building, 2311
West Lafayette, Detroit, Michigan 48226;
the Region V Office of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 77
West Jackson Street, Chicago, Illinois
60604; and at the Consent Decree
Library, 1120 G Street, NW., 4th Floor,
Washington, DC 20005 (202–624–0892).
A copy of the proposed Consent Decrees
may be obtained in person or by mail
from the Consent Decree Library, 1120
G Street, NW., 4th Floor, Washington,
DC 20005. In requesting a copy of the
Consent Decree, please enclose a check
in the amount of $6.50 (25 cents per
page for reproduction costs), payable to
the Consent Decree Library.
Joel, M. Gross,
Acting Section Chief, Environmental
Enforcement Section, Environment and
Natural Resources Division.
[FR Doc. 95–25707 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Notice of Lodging of Consent Decree
Pursuant to the Clean Water Act

Consistent with Departmental policy,
28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby given that
a proposed consent decree in United
States v. Puerto Rico Aqueduct and
Sewer Authority, Civil Action No. 92–
1511 (SEC), was lodged on September
28th, 1995 with the United States
District Court for the District of Puerto
Rico. Defendant Puerto Rico Aqueduct
and Sewer Authority (‘‘PRASA’’) is the

owner and operator of water filtration
plants throughout Puerto Rico. In
operating nine of these facilities, (La
Plata Aibonito, Aguas Buenas, El
Yunque, Guaynabo, Enrique Ortega,
Ponce Nueva, Lajas, Sergio Cuevas, and
Miradero), PRASA violated its National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(‘‘NPDES’’) permits issued pursuant to
the Clean Air Act.

Under the terms of the proposed
decree, PRASA will pay the United
States a civil penalty in the sum of
$200,000. PRASA further agrees to
construct necessary sludge facilities to
achieve compliance for eight of its
plants. In addition, PRASA will increase
its credit line by $25 million to be used
solely for similar capital improvements
at 74 other water treatment plants
throughout Puerto Rico. PRASA also
agrees to remain in compliance with the
Clean Air Act and is subject to
stipulated penalties for any such
violation.

The Department of Justice will
receive, for a period of thirty (30) days
from the date of this publication,
comments relating to the proposed
consent decree. Comments should be
addressed to the Assistant Attorney
General for the Environment and
Natural Resources Division, Department
of Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and
should refer to United States v. Puerto
Rico Aqueduct and Sewer Authority,
D.J. reference #90–5–2–1–1–3696.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the Office of the United
States Attorney for the District of Puerto
Rico, Federal Office Building, Carlos E.
Chardon Avenue, Hato Rey, Puerto Rico;
the Region II Office of the
Environmental Protection Agency, 290
Broadway Avenue, New York, New
York; and at the Consent Decree Library,
1120 G Street, NW., 4th Floor,
Washington, DC 20005, (202) 624–0892.
A copy of the proposed consent decree
may be obtained in person or by mail
from the Consent Decree Library, 1120
G Street, NW., 4th Floor, Washington,
DC. In requesting a copy, please enclose
a check in the amount of $2.75 (25 cents
per page reproduction costs), payable to
the Consent Decree Library.
Joel M. Gross,
Acting Chief, Environment Enforcement
Section, Environment and Natural Resources
Division.
[FR Doc. 95–25706 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M
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Notice of Lodging of Consent Decree
Pursuant to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act

In accordance with Departmental
policy, 28 C.F.R. § 50.7, notice is hereby
given that a proposed consent decree in
United States v. Harold Shane, Civil
Action No. C–3–89–383, was lodged on
Sept. 29, 1995 with the United States
District Court for the Southern District
of Ohio. The proposed consent decree
will resolve claims against sixteen
parties for the recovery of response costs
expended by the Environmental
Protection Agency at the Acranum Iron
and Metal Superfund Site in Arcanum,
Ohio pursuant to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act, 42 U.S.C. § 9601 et
seq. (‘‘CERCLA’’). EPA has determined
that each of the settling parties qualifies
for de minimis treatment in accordance
with CERCLA Section 122(g), 42 U.S.C.
9622(g). The settlement requires the
settling parties to make payments
totalling $739,568.

The consent decree includes a
covenant not to sue by the United States
under Sections 106 and 107 of CERCLA,
42 U.S.C. 9606 and 9607, and under
Section 7003 of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, 42
U.S.C. 6973 (‘‘RCRA’’).

The Department of Justice will
receive, until November 16, 1995,
comments relating to the proposed
consent decree. Comments should be
addressed to the Assistant Attorney
General for the Environment and
Natural Resources Division, Department
of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530, and
should refer to United States v. Harold
Shane, Civil Action No. C–3–89–383,
and the Department of Justice Reference
No. 90–11–3–504. Commenters may
request an opportunity for a public
hearing in the affected area, in
accordance with Section 7003(d) of
RCRA.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the Office of the United
States Attorney, Southern District of
Ohio, 200 West Second Street, Dayton,
Ohio, 45402; the Region 5 Office of the
Environmental Protection Agency, 77
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Illinois 60604–3590; and at the Consent
Decree Library, 1120 G Street, N.W., 4th
Floor, Washington, D.C. 20005, 202–
624–0892. A copy of the proposed
consent decree may be obtained in
person or by mail from the Consent
Decree Library, 1120 G Street, N.W., 4th
Floor, Washington, D.C. 20005. In
requesting a copy, please refer to the
referenced case and enclose a check in
the amount of $10.50 (25 cents per page

reproduction costs), payable to the
Consent Decree Library.
Bruce S. Gelber,
Acting Chief, Environmental Enforcement
Section, Environment and Natural Resources
Division.
[FR Doc. 95–25704 Filed 10–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–01–M

Drug Enforcement Administration

Manufacturer of Controlled
Substances; Notice of Registration

By Notice dated April 14, 1995, and
published in the Federal Register on
April 27, 1995 (60 FR 20751), Johnson
Matthey, Inc., Custom Pharmaceuticals
Department, 2003 Nolte Drive, West
Deptford, New Jersey 08066 (Johnson
Matthey), made application to the Drug
Enforcement Administration (DEA) to
be registered as a bulk manufacturer of
the following basic classes of controlled
substances:

Drug Schedule

2,5-Dimethoxyamphetamine
(7396).

I

Difenoxin (9168) ........................... I
Methylphenidate (1724) ............... II
Codeine (9050) ............................ II
Oxycodone (9143) ........................ II
Hydromorphone (9150) ................ II
Diphenoxylate (9170) ................... II
Hydrocodone (9193) .................... II
Levorphanol (9220) ...................... II
Meperidine (9230) ........................ II
Meperidine intermediate-A (9232) II
Meperidine intermediate-B (9233) II
Meperidine intermediate-C (9234) II
Methadone (9250) ........................ II
Methadone intermediate (9254) ... II
Morphine (9300) ........................... II
Oxymorphone (9652) ................... II
Alfentanil (9737) ........................... II
Sufentanil (9740) .......................... II
Carfentanil (9743) ........................ II
Fentanyl (9801) ............................ II

Pursuant to 21 CFR 1301.43, any
pending applicant or person currently
registered with DEA to manufacture
these controlled substances were invited
to file comments or a written request for
a hearing on Johnson Matthey’s
application. Two comments and several
requests for hearing were received by
DEA.

One comment requested denial of
Johnson Matthey’s application with
respect to 2,5-dimethoxyamphetamine
on the ground that adequate domestic
supplies of that controlled substance
exist. The second comment raised issues
as to whether Johnson Matthey could
maintain appropriate and effective
safeguards to prevent theft and
diversion of meperidine. The
commenter further stated that it is

Johnson Matthey’s burden to prove that
its registration as a bulk manufacturer of
meperidine is in the public interest.
Neither of these commenters requested
a hearing.

The comments were considered,
however, DEA has found that the firm
does not constitute a new source of 2,5-
Dimethoxyamphetamine for domestic
supplies since the firm has been
approved as a manufacturer of this
controlled substance on previous
applications. DEA has also reviewed the
firm’s safeguards to prevent the theft
and diversion of meperidine and found
that the firm has met the regulatory
requirements of the Controlled
Substances Act. Therefore, DEA has
determined that the application should
be approved for these controlled
substances.

Written requests for hearing were
filed with respect to methylphenidate,
codeine, oxycodone, hydrocodone,
morphine, oxymorphone, levorphanol,
methadone, methadone intermediate,
meperidine intermediate-A, meperidine
intermediate-B and meperidine
intermediate-C. By letter to the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, DEA, dated July 27,
1995, Johnson Matthey withdrew its
application for registration as a bulk
manufacturer of all of these controlled
substances, with the exception of
methylphenidate. The request for a
hearing on methylphenidate was
docketed before Administrative Law
Judge Mary Ellen Bittner as Docket No.
95–41.

On May 8, 1995, as a result of an
earlier proceeding, the Deputy
Administrator of the DEA issued a final
order granting Johnson Matthey’s prior
application for registration as a bulk
manufacturer of methylphenidate. 60 FR
26050. Due to the pending
administrative proceeding concerning
methylphenidate, Johnson Matthey will
continue on a day-to-day registration to
bulk manufacture methylphenidate
pending resolution of Docket No. 95–41.
Pursuant to Section 303 of the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention
and Control Act of 1970 and Title 21,
Code of Federal Regulations, Section
1301.54(e), the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion
Control, hereby orders that the
application submitted by Johnson
Matthey for registration as a bulk
manufacturer be granted for the
following basic classes of controlled
substances: 2,5-
dimethoxyamphetamine, difenoxin,
hydromorphone, diphenoxylate,
meperidine, alfentanil, sufentanil,
carfentanil and fentanyl.
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